e ae OS a ; 
por tne fourbh {Lents te) frterne lion ay 


"7E MUST FACE THE ISSUES SJUARELY AND 
CALL THINGS BY TZZIR PROPER NAMES ; 
WE MUST TELL J VORMERS THE TRUTH." 
(Lenin, Collamse ot the Second Inter= 
national. ) 


Beeb LGa.9 UC 
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AGAT 


AND 


OPH L Rot Soe tegen i 


In their revolutionary struggle 
against the bourgeoisie and its open 
and disguised agents, tne workers rust 
have precise lmowledage of the economic, 
social and political forces within 


society. This accurate understanding 
of the surrounding world of facts the 


proleturiat can form only wnen guided 
by the science of Marxism-Leninism. 
The testin, ground for those Byoy eaiskngl 
all sincerity are seeking to mow tne 
pictur; .of reulity is .roalityitseli. 
The estuvlishment of trutn is the 
dospensible condition for avoidin,; a 
Maigtuken course which inevitably leads 
to catastropne. 


The Revolutionary Workers League 
Ory ou UiS e- (Oailier= Stuinn. «r0up,) oe ro 
fosses to e..brace the fundamentals of 
Marxise-Luninism. It offcrs the work- 
ors a viow of socicty and an appruisal 
of various political tcndencios and 
the rclationship among; tuom. In oval- 
wating. Drotshy) sv role oduring titurise 
of Stalinism it states? 


"By 1920 a now. rstroat wag 
necessary (?!?-amazcmcent ours). The 
strugglc against 1% for a Lonixist 
state and party policy broke out 
and was lod by the Moscow ané lator 
the Left Opposition." (The Fourth 
International, Fobruary 1638, "Rus- 
gian ducstion.") 


Phe kK. W. ls doclarcs that, Trot- 
SKY Waseda Bolshsvik-from. i thotetims he 
joincd tho Bolshovik Party (1917) up 
to his "Fr.ich Turn" (1934), that tho 
Trotsvy-lod Left Opposition “had a 
Marxist program and a Marxist positim 
on all disputed questions." And after 
enumerating scverab.o"crrors"” : of « tng 
Trotskyist Loft Opposition, tac R.™.L. 
Coitecnoboss 


in- | 


A GrAvictysat 


'. "It woprdseontod the 
trunk of the Comintern 
of all these 
=P LOC nom ora sb (eurremy .. vic 
Only Woraitsti current, inthe: lavor 
movement in the period of 1924-1934. 


NESE Loe 
Inspite 


ove ae 


And whon faccd with tho task of build- 
ing tho indepondont Marxist  organiz- 
Vion; thei wu. *b. goce on, 


"Trotsky together with 
ers, rocoiled from tho cnormous 

task and aftor a sojourn of 17 

yoars in tho Marxist movoment (1917- 
1934), reverted to Trotskyism, to 

tho role of reforming refornism." 

(Tho Fourth International, Nove mber 

1937, pp. 4,6.) 


other lead 


Arc the assertions made by the 
Rie bere) orefalso? > Wo miintain 
that thoy aro 2bsolutely falso, having 
no relution to facts whatsoever, - and 
ure made along tho linc of concealing 
biol wetual role weinGroteky, os .thit oti va 
contributor to the rise of Stalinigm. 
We doclaure categoricully that Trotsky's 
position from 1922 up to the present 
moment has boon anti-Loninist through- 
out. We saall procecd to prove this: * 


Tho germ of Stalinism was plant- 
ed at tiic Tenth Congross of tho Bolsh- 
ovik Party in 1921 whon Zinoviev prop- 
oscd Stalin for the hithorto nomcxis- 


* Incidentally, we take the occasion 
to correct. our ow error concerning 
Trotsky. In the work STALIN, TROTSKY 
OR LENIN we stated that Trotsky put up 
a strugglo against Stalin in the Aut- 
um of 1923. Our correction is: Trot- 
sky did not fight Stalin in 19233; his 
line was not moroly wrong but was somce- 
thing far worse than that. 
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tent post of General Secretary. Dur- 
ing Lenin's illnoss in 1922 a conspir- 
acy to usurp leadership was definitsly 
formed by Stulin,Zinoviev and Kamenev. 
Altaougk severely handic.pped by ill- 
NOS Seo Snd a pechbmtiacwt se PSS deem Ot ib iAC 
developmont of burocratism in the up- 
per circles of tuc Purty, took 1 step 
to remove from power the man who lurk- 
6dasan {tne vcenter sof the burocre.tac 
Spider-web At the end of 1922, "Lenin 
wus nOw pYrepering not cnly to remove 
Stalin from his post of gencr .1 secre- 
tary, but to disqu.lify him boforo the 
party as well....le was systematically 
prep ring to deliver at the twelith 
congress a crushing blow at Stilin «vs 
personifying the burocrucy." (Le on 
Trotsky, MY LIFE, p. 480.) hat wre 
Lenin's position. 


Now, wixt was Trotsky's position? 
Hére is what Trotsky told Kwneney, then 
® close henchman of Stalin: 


"Remember and tell others (i. 
he. rest of Stalin's gang) | that 
is to st-rt 


eG. 
the l.st thing I want 


a fight at the congrcss for any 
changes in orgiunization. I am for 


‘presirving the st.tus quo..... IAM 
AGAINST REMOVING STALIN."  (Ibid., 
p- 486. Our cmph.sis.)* 


As we sce, Lenin's position «nd 
Trotsky's with respect to the question 
of romoving tiie chief usurper wore at 
opposite poles. Furti.cr: 


"Stulin's other ally, Orjonik— 


idze, Lonin tuought it necessiry to 
expel from the purty boc.use of hig 
burocratic highnendedness in the 
Cuuecasus. JI urgeued x«goinst it." 


Lenin was through with Stalin no& 
only politically but also personally. 
He sont Stalina letter breaking all 
comrac2ly relations with him. Trotsky 
knew Of this letter the very night it 


wus written.(L. Trotsky, The Real Sit- | 


*Moch of ths miteri:1 given here is. 
from the forthcoming book,WH I TH-ER 
TROTS KY? by Goorge Murlen. 


uation in Russia, p. 308.)Tr sts ky 
did not find it advisable to break 
with Stalin in any manrer. Te spite 
the fact that Lenin, bedridden, appsal- 
ed directly to Trotsky to take up- 
an uimself the task ofopening the fight 
to remove Stalin, the rscords of tho 
Twelfth Congress held in the Spring of 
1928, conclusively indicite that there 
was COiplote political und organizat— 
ional unity of Trotsky with Stolin. 


Tho strugale agsinst Stalin's 
machine in tne Fall of 1923 wes cord- 
uctca not by Trotsky but by Sapronov, 
Proobrajcnsky and other Moscow opposi- 
tionisis. Sapronov's line was not ex- 
actly Lenin's in that he did not dem 
and outrignt the removal of Stalin. 
Opposing the line on Party building 
which was adopted by Stalin's Central 
Comnittee on December 5, 1€<3, the op- 
positionist Preobrajensky submitted 
his resolution in which tie deiand was 
set for "the rsnewal of the innerparty 
apparatus tarough new elections." Sap- 
ronov's otfonsive against Stalin's 
Irachine was coscribed by a Stalinist, 
Volkov,in those succinct phrases: "Co- 


reporter Comrade Sapronov. Tie main 
point in his attack - the apparatus. 


rootsd in tue apv- 
be shakon up in the 
(Pravda, Tec. 


Tie entire evil is 
aratus. It mst 
mOst radical manner." 
1392192379 


The inadequacy of the Sapronov- 
Prsobrajensky linc is plain. Even if 
Preobrajensky's thesis were adopted, 
the door for Stalin's reslection rem 
ained ajar. 


But if the position of tie Sap- 
ronovists can in no sense ve described 
as that of Lenin's, tae position of 
Trotsky was a twistcd Stalinist one. 
Fact one: together wits Stalin Le vote 
ed for the resolutim on Party build- 
ing adopted on December ©, 1923. Fact 
two: not only did ke not call for tre 
removal of Stalin, not only did he not 
support tue Saprenovites' domand for 
the renewal of the Party apvaratus, but 
ne agreed to assign tao Leninist task 
of developing the course on Workers 
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Democracy to — Stalin's burocratic 
machine! And in a letter Trotsky «at- 
tacked those who, feeling skeptical a- 
bout the sincerity of the Central Con- 
mittee, declared that “the resolution 
will gow only illusions."(Pravda, Dec. 
11, 1923.) Fact three: he spoke of 
the possibility of degeneration of the 
leadership, knowing quite well that the 
degeneration had already set in. His 
criticism of burocratism was not con- 
crete and specific because it was not 
directod against Stalin, and therefore 
served Stalin as a moans to deflect 
the workers! mind from the real source 
of tha growtn of burocratism. Sapron- 
ov, nowevor, making use of Trotsky's 
criticism, levelled it openly and dir- 
ectly against the Central Committoe ag 
the promoter of burocratism. Sinco 
Trotsky himself 
to Stalin's Contral Committee, Sapron- 
ov's borrowing of Trotsky's criticism 
was not construed by Stalin-Zinoviev— 
Kamcnsv as constituting proof that 
Trotsky actuwlly sidod with the Oppos- 
ition. Thus Kumenev stated: 


"That Sapronov agrees to emp- 
loy Trotsky's formulation to hit the 
Centrul Committce,of that I have no 
doubt, but whether Trotsky agreédos 
with Sapronov, that I do not know." 
(Pravda, Dec. 14, 19<3.) 


Tho conspirators had scot thomsel- 
vos a goal to tear down Trotsky, who 


was to be transformed, as St.linism ad- 


vanced, into « convondént target. The 
first official offensive was launched 
by Stulin in Pravda, December 15,1923. 
Trotsky was accused not of direct pol-~ 
itical opposition to the "Central Com- 
mittee" but of "diplomatically assist- 
in;; the opposition (Supronov and oth- 
ers) 21n its struggle with the Central 
Committees of the party, under the guise 
of defending the resolution of the 
Central Committee." 


Wita this the anti-Trotskyist 
storm Yurst in the Party and the press 
vf th. Soviet Union. Trotsky made no 
vezly 40 Stalin's attack and to the 
barrage thut followed,thus permitting 
Stalin to establish the myth of "Trot- 
skyism" unchallunged. ‘rbodusky, axpe: 


showed no opposition : 


lained: 


"I @o not reply to some speci- 
fic articles appearing recently in 
the Pravda since I rogard that 
this is more conforming with the 
intcorosts of tho party, and, 3spoc- 
jally with the present discussion 
of tho new course." (Pravda, Dec. 
18, 1923) 


In Januery 1924 the anti-Trotsky 
storm grow in volume and viciousnoss, 
but Trotsky made no reply now bociuse 
of illness; and when he got well ho 
continued his silence. 


Tho force of tho first wave of 
“anti-Trotskyism" was spont. Thore 
came the shock of Lenin's death. Sta- 
lin proceeded to extend the burocrat- 
ization of tho party at once. "Avail- 
ing itsclf of tho doath of Lenin, the 
ruling group announced a Loninist 
levy'.....tho 'Leninist levy! dealt a 
death blow to the party of Lenin..... 
The history of the Bolshovik Party 
became a history of its rupid dogen- 
eration." (Loon Trotsky, REVOLUTION 
BETRAYED, pp. 97, 98.) 


The Stalinists diszuisod thoir 
burccratization drive with resounding 
fake phrases about proleturisun domcec- 


racy. Kamenev agsurced the workers 
that "The Loninist recruiting is the 
highest form of proloetarivn domocr..- 


cy." (Pravda, Juno 11, 1924.) 


And Trotsky? What was he doing 
to counteract the fraud? Did he, ar- 
oused by the threatoning danger.reply 
to the plottors with the irresistible 
weapon of facts, reveal to the masses 
Lonin's attitude towards the Goneral 
Secrotary of the Party, disclose tha 
truth about the Georgian affair, tho 
fnko .issue of "Trotskyism" and other 
unsavory secrets? Not at all! Trot- 
sky not only continued silont, not 
merely gave Stalin free rein to carry 
out the opportunist maneuver with the 
"Loninist levy", but mors, he active- 
ly assisted Stalin to present the 
"lovy" to the trusting workors as tho 
unfolding of highost, gonuine prolot- 
arian democracy in the Party. Pravda 


area 


uf April’ 10, 21Gae, repottld t..ti te ts 
sky, in speaking to the workerg of 
Baku, statod: 


"When the workingclass reacts 
to the death of its leador in such 
manner tnat Balu gives 9,500 new 
party members - this is the highest 
democracy, highest voting; this is 
not parliamentary charlatanism, not 
parliamentary deception, but a genu- 
ine democratic workers voice." 


This is now Trotsky presonted to 
tho workers tho “Loninist levy" which 
"doalt a death blow to the party of 
Lenin." 


Emboldcnod by their initial suc- 
cesses due to Trotsky's conciliatory 
policy, tue Stalinists prepared a now 
campaign against "Trotskyism." The of- 
fensive burst into fury in tho Autumn 
of 1924. In the face of Stalinist dis- 
tortions and lies Trotsky once again 
m&éintainsd unbroken silence. A Supron- 
Ovite, B. Pilipenko, in a lotter to an 
Oppositionist Drobnis, wroto with bit- 
terness - "Silence in Trotsky's attit- 
ude is litcrally similar to death." 
Trotsky says ne was ill during the sec- 
ond Stalinist attack. Possible. But 
wien 0 got over his illness he cert- 
G@inly could have come out with refuta- 
tions of Stulin's churgeos and with a 
powerful counter-offensive against the 
Stalinist clique. Well, here is his 
"Leninist" blow aguinst the plotter and 
usurper of personal power in tue first 
workers Stato, tho renegade Stalin: 


"And at prosent, cvaluating 
tie entire course of the discussion, 
despite tc fact tht during the run 
of the discussion against me were 
put forth numcrous incorrect and 
roally monstreus accusations, I 
think that MY SILENCE WAS CORRECT 
from the point of view of general 
interests of tno party." (L.Trotsky, 
Letter to tuc Plenum of the Contral 
Committec, Pravda, Junuary 20,1925. 
Our emphasis.) 


Such was Trotsky's wretched poli- 


cy, Wich, of course, only tended to 


a3¢ 


Sic Mito WD ya OAdousccr, 
ers! minds. 


ecu Die 


The year 1925 opened up with Ira 
sky resigning his post of Commissar of 
War, a position of immense powcr. ia 
yielded up the military post without 
a fight, with oven a sense of rolicf." 
(L. Trotsky, MY LIFE, p. 518.) 


In the midst of this grave 
jod Trotsky now took a "rest" from 
political activity! But try as ue 
would to sottle dow to industrial 
work, the implacable Stalin kept up 
his intrigues: "The Stalinist appar- 
atus followed on my hecls...My attompt 
to win a political holiday for _myso.f 
wag patently a failure."(Ibid. p.520) 


per- 


The “political holiday" of "the 
greatest living Bolshevik" was dram 
out throughout the entiro year of 1925 
and a goodly part of 1926. In reality 
it was no political holiday at all. I+ 
was during this period, when "I was 
taking a rost from politics and con- 
contrating on questions of natural 
scicnce and technology" (Ibid.p. 519), 
that Trotsky committod certain acts 
which do not fall into the cutogory 
of mistakes. 


Lenin loft . letter to tho party, 
eommonly known as his test-ment, in 
which ho stuted tht Strxlin "has con- 
contrited enormous power in hiw hands" 
and, describing Stalin as rude and 
disloyal, Lenin concluded with the ad- 
vice to remove Stalin. An American 
intellectual, Max Eastman, visited the 
Sovict Union, saw the crooked game 
Stalin was playing, learned of Lenin's 
"will" and pudlished his discoverics 
in the book "Since Lenin Died". With- 
out mincing words Eastman wrote: 


"with Stalin - who possesses 
all the craftiness that Trotsky 
lacks - in the key position as sec- 
rotary of tuc party, and with Zin- 
éviev enthusiastically cooperating, 
Kamenev not unwilling, and Bucharin 
easy to influence, they proccedod, 
by all thoso subtle moans which the 
reader understands, to build up an 


efficient political macnine for 
gracbing and holding tune power 
within tne party." 

Altaough Eastnan's tieoretical 


conclusions were incorrect, yet oy pre- 
senting tas true state of affairs in 
tae Party, he performed é& groai oe 
tontee) internals .nclynwvonldnec a S.th. 


Many a Communist worker.acceyuting 
Hastman's revelation. as vrue,was ee 
ed at seeing an opportunist dange 
threaten ui: she first workers! hee 
Taen cane tne statement on Hastman from 


tne former leader of the Red Army and 
the most popular figure in the Soviet 
Union. Here are the most important 


passages: 


“Comrade Lenin HAS NOT LEFT 
ANY 'WILL'; the character of his re-~ 
lations to the Party, and the char- 
acter of the Party itself, eae aaah 
the possibility of such a 'will. 
All talk with regard to a ear 
or mutilated 'will' is nothing but a 
DESPICABLE LIE...It suffices to ask: 
'If we assume that the malicious 
characterization of our leading 
Party comrades given by Eastman is 
only partly correct, how is it pos- 
sible that this Party should have 
ewerged from long years of illegal 
struggle, how could it stand at the 
head of masses of millions, carried 
through the greatest revolution of 
the world, the further the formation 
of revoluti-“ary parties in other 
countries?! 

"There is no 
who will believe 
painted by Eastman." 


sincere worker 
in the picture 
(Inprecorr, 


September 3, 1925, pp. 105,106. Our 
emphasis.) 

Only an idiot or a scoundrel can 

raat this outrageous act of Trot- 


sky's as a mistake. No one knows bdbet~ 
ter than Trotsky himself what words can 
correctly describs such a terriole act: 

"Lenin's 'Tastament! is howsustave 
or party secret. Ttseis) | nokenmmer to 
publisa it. On the poDbr ery IS) ON 
CRIME TO KEEP IT HIDDEN FROM. TEE PARTY 
AND TIE WORKING CLASS." 


ie Trotsky, 


= 


: .The. Now International, Novemoer. 1934. 


Our emphasis.) 


It may be argued that Trcetsky 
did not know then of the existence of 
Genin! s"walldon mire! dad. Mier wie” 
was’ read anvinevelose: circle ¢r Dead 


ers with -Drowsky “presen e2. 7iar i025 
1get,) Overvar your Vet re Dasiteuwue pus - 
Missed hus exec sere. (i orogele |! the 
Testamont ot Lonin, The New Interna 
tional,’ Joly 1904: )° 

Thus, while Lenin, although phy- 
sically non-existent, spoke to the 
proletariat: Remove Stalin!, Trotsky 


assisted the rude and disloyal Usurper 
to stifle Lenin's voice and prevent 
the revolutionary workers of the en- 
tire world from knowing that the first 
workers' State was being burocratical- 
ly undermined. Such was Trotsky's 
political line - a line of peacemaking 


and conciliation with the renegade 
Stalin: "My then statement on Eastman 


can be understood only as an integral 
part of our then line toward CONCIL~ 
IATION AND PEACE-MAKING." (Leon Trot- 
sky ,The New International, Nov. 1934.) 


TROTSKY'S SUPPORT OF STALIN'S 
BUILDING "SOCIALISM IN ONE COUNTRY" 


Much ado has been made of Trot- 
sky's "fight" against Stalin with res- 
pect” to the “theory” ‘of Soclalicm in 
one country. This "theory" was intro- 
duced officially by Stalin in his doc- 
tored work "Leninism" in the Autum of 
1924, several months after the Thirt- 
eenth Congress of the party, in the 
Maar. year Of the Trice wor Stalinism. 
Its appearance coincided with the sec- 
Onda cameltoe. UL Troysie: Nat oimp. Trot— 
Sav Wedn*ainmed silence alss with resp- 
CCU VOUS VRE Cr Eh ICeT cls Oto |) (Ox 
Meek san) Asa ar wee yo) is 
Dis" poOlstecaa Tt OLiday stewie te’s 


Mab GOe teal A Lids. Oxom gress 
there aS mm or heecmes more clei 
lyvde? ln 2 ew pe sbloms of eo mone 
pov ie" Pie LENGE MACHU CMaeUe Ne de Fe Ua Guapo Mls 
The ‘esnicavinn te volute poserany 
iindMor Mprugrun. co ortho Memeo ft 
the Central Committee ‘in the task 
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of solving these questions was ~ab- 
sOlutecly alien to me." (Pravda, 
January 20). 1925.) 


Such words could.only be ste t 
music in Stalin's ears. Wit: tne joy- 
ous shouts that they wore leading the 
Soviet Union towards Sccislism, the 
Stalinists, citing bare fisures of ec- 
onomic growth but concealing; their 
organizational and political opportun- 
isin, were duping the masses. And 
Trotsky? What was he doing to expose 
the Stalinist smoke-screen behind 
which the burocratic pyramid of Stalin 
was being erected? Avoiding political 
evaluation since he had decided upon a 
pro-Stulinist political leave of ab- 
sence, he too was citing figures and 
makin, the deduction that “Along this 
line tne development is obvious and in- 
contestible towards Ssocialim." 
(Pravda, November 28, 1925.) 


Trotsky consciously omitted any 
but tne purely economic part of the 
picture. In his essay "Towards Social- 
isu: or Capitalism" published early in 
1926 Trotsky wrote: 


"In tne whole of my essay I 
have confined myself exclusively to 
the economic process and to its log- 
ical dovolopment (?!!!),s0 to speak. 
Thus I have consciously excluded 
from the field of vision all oth- 
er factors not only influencing ec- 
ononic development but capable of 
divertin; it in another direction." 
(P.122 - Our emphasis.) 


Instead of exposing to the mass- 
es, Trctsky was concealing from them 
the factor which was in actuality div- 
ertin. tae economic process away from 
Sociasiss; end he was spending his 
time scistering up Stalin. 


ZatOVIET AND KAMENEV IE "OPPO- 


SITTON" TO STALIN—TROTSAY "NEUTRAL" 
At tne end of 1925 Zinoviev and 
Kamencv Yrenliged that they had been 


by Stalin’ in the division of 
power and they dissolved partncrsaip 
Wits tno sl: General Secretary. They 


CleaGog 


showed their "opposition" to Stalin 
at the Fourteenth Congress in Decerm-- 
ber 1925 by "“criticising" nis pol- 
icies, at the same time concealing 
all Kis and their own crimes, ad 
concluded by stating that "We do nt 
counterpose to the Central Conmmittce 
any line of our own." (Pravda, Decen- 
ber 30, 1925.) 


Trotsky was present at the Con- 
gress, but merely as an observer. ke 
did not support his future allies; he 
did not even take the floor. iie was 
"resting, from polities ” 


Aftor tho Fourteonth Congress 
Stalin scttled his accounts with the 
"New Opposition" by organizational 
measuros and intensified his drive ag- 
ainst Trotsky. In the interests of 
sclf-defense Trotsky, Zinoviev and 
Kamenev in the middle of 1926 formed 
a bloc. The fundamental line of the 
bloc was not that of struggle to rem 
Ove Stalin and smash the burocracy 
but that of prossure upon Stalin for 
"honest cooperation." 


The leaders of the Bloc did 
some "criticising" in the closed ses- 
sions of tho Central Committee. They 
sallicd out into the open early in 
Octobor 1926. Trotsky delivered a 
speech at the party unit of the fact- 
ory Aviépribor. He did not go beyond 
urging the members of the party to re- 
quest that the Stalinist leadership 
open a discussion on policies. Ang- 
ered by Trotsky's sudden show of open 
"opposition" the Stalinists wrote the 
next day, half contemptuously: 


"And how long is it since 
comrade Trotsky showed himself to 
be a 'soldier of the party' cap-— 
able of standing at attention, et 
cetera? Somehow, that Trotsky was 
not to be seen at the meeting of 
the unit of 'Aviopribor.'" (Pravda, 
October 3, 1926——Emphasis in the 


original.) 
Indeed, the "greatest living 
Bolshevik" for several years, since 


1922, nad beon a soldier of Stalinism. 


ty a 


The open "struggle" o f the Trot- 
sky-Zinoviev-Kemenev bloc in 1926 
lasted exactly two weeks and collapsed, 
ending in a crin,ingly wretcned state- 
ment in waicn Trotsky and other lsad- 
ere enguged in the most nuniliating 
self-flugellation for having ruised 
the reyuest for discussion and abjoct- 
ly promised to submit unconditionally 
tO ‘Stalinte Matscipline., hore “ig: a 
portion of tnueir truly infamous dec- 
laration of October 16, 1926: 


"We call for the inmediate 
dissolution of all factional group- 
ings wnich have been formed round 
the views of the Opposition. At 
tne same tine wo admit that by our 
appearance in lioscow and in Lonin- 
grad in October we violatod tho de- 
cisions of tne Central Committes... 
We cOnsider the decisions of tho 
XIV Party Congress of the Central 
Committec and of the Central Con- 
trol Comission as absolutely bind- 
ing for us, and we shall uncondit- 
donally submit to them and carry 
taem out......In the liquidation of 
tie Tactional struggle and in the 
strug.le against recurrences of 
breach of discipline we obligate 
ourselves to render ths party every 
possidle assistance." 


Trotsky and with him Zinoviev 
and Kamenev reverted to the polic: of 
peace anc couciliation with, and sup- 
port to, tse powerful Usurper. In the 
Feorvury 1927 Plenws of Stalin's Cent- 
Tal Connitiee of which Trotsky, Zinov- 
lev and Kainenev were still members, the 
leaders Of tae Opposition Bloc voted 
Tor the Stalirist resolutions. 


Wnile Trotsky was engaged in op- 
portunist muneuvering (Georziun scund- 
@l1, silence during 1923 and 1924 anti- 
Trotsxyist attacks, assistunce to put 
over the "Leninist levy," deception of 


the masses during Eustman's exposure, 
support of the Stalinist fakery of 
leadin,, the Soviet masses toward Soc- 


ialism) and in shameful cavitulation 
to Stalin (declaration of October 16), 
the rank-and-file of the Opposition 

becane considerably demoralizod, ite 
militant spirit smothered. 


ap A SE A A ET AR LL 
a ts ne a EE 


The stale air of "peace" and 
"unity" with Stalinism was suddenly 
stirred by the momentous events in 
China. Stalin's policy of tying the 
masses to the Chinese bourgeoisie 
brought the destruction of the flower 
of the Chinese proletariat by the 
butchor Chiang Kai-shek. 

"A wave of excitement swept 
over the party. The opposition 
raisod its head. And disregarding 
all rules of 'conspiratzia' — and 
at that time, in Moscow, we were 
already obliged to defend the Chin- 
ose workers against Chiang-Kai- 
shok by using the methods of 'con- 
spiratzia' — the oppositionists 
came to me by scores in the offic- 
es of the Chief Concessions Com- 
mite. fany younger comrades 
thought the patent bankruptcy of 
Stalin's policy was bound to bring 


the triumph of the opposition near- 
er. During the first days after 
the coup de'etat by Chiang FKai- 


snek, I was obliged to pour many a 
bucket of cold water over the hot 


heads of my young friends - and 
over some not so young. I tried 
to show them that the opposition 


could not rise on the defeat of 
the Chinese revolution." (L. Trot- 
sky oMY* Livesey: 530.) 


The possibility of smashing 
Stalin clearly presented itself. But 
tne chance of success rested squarely 
upon a policy of opening all the opp- 
ortunist secrets, both those of Stal- 
in and those of Trotsky, Zinoviev and 
Kamenev, tefore the proletariat. But 
tac leaders of the Opposition were 
too desply involved in the Stalinist 
Mess. They concealed the truth. 
Pressed by the ranl:s of the Opposition 
on the one hand, and Stal‘n's hound 
ing on the other, Trotsky and his al- 


lies criticized Stalin's line as a 
"mistake," mey failed to show that 
it was a deliberate policy on the 


part of Stalin to prevent the exten- 
tion of the revolution abroad in ord- 
er to secure the completion of the 
erection of the burocratic pyramid in 
the Soviet Union. 


~ BH 


The Trotskyists have never tirad 
dinning into the ears of the workers of 
how Trotsky "toiled" to prevent the ap- 
plication of Stalin's line in China and 
how he "clamored" for the withdrawal of 
the Chinese Communist Party from the 
Kuomintang. As a matter of rocord, 
Trotsky permitted Stalin to set the in- 
fernal trap for the Chinese masses in 
1925-1927 and only after the consumr 
ation of the betrayal did he openly de- 
mand the break with the Kuomintang. 
And even then he did not expose tho 
real reason behind Stalin's policy. The 
Party knew nothing of Trotsky's posi- 
tion on China and seven the rank-and- 
file of the Opposition saw no documents 
from Trotsky on this question until the 
first nalf of 1927. Ina letter to Max 
Shachtman on December 10, 1930, Trotsky 
admitted: 


"You are quite right wnen you 
point out that the Russian Opposi- 
tion, as late as the first half of 
1927,did not demand openly the with- 
drawal from the Kuomin Tang.......it 
was tne general decision (of the 
Opposition center) that I mst sub- 
mit puodlicly on this question and 
acquaint the Opposition in writing 
wita my standpoint.! (Leon Trotsky, 
Problems of the Chinese Revolution, 
pp. 20, 21. Our emphasis.) 


Since Trotsky pursued a policy of 
peaceiiaking, of distorting facts, of 
concealing Stalin's and his own and his 
allies' opportunisr, it became possidle 
for Stalin to be continously on the of- 
fensivs. The Usurpcr constantly re- 
minded Trotsky, Zinoviev and Kamenev 
that they were "oppositionists," always 
securing from them valuable scrvices. 


There was widespread talk among 
the followers of Trotsky that the Stal- 
inist leadership represented the Sovict 
"Taermidor." Stalin had to smash this 
ddoa sfore it sank into the minds of 
the workers. Trotsky helped in this 
case as he had during Eastman's expos- 
ure.,.On August. 6, 1927 Trotsky,  Zin-= 
Oviev and Kamenev came out with a sta 
éement woich read in part: 


"On the question of thermic- 
orianism we say: in the comtry 
there grow elements of thermidori- 
anism which have a sufficiently 
serious social base. We don: * 
doubt, that tne party and the pro- 
letariat will overcome these forc- 
es with a Leninist line and inner 
party democracy. What we demand 
is —— that the party leadership 
should give these maniféstations 
and their influences upon certain 
links of the party a more system 
atic, firm resistance. We reject 
the idea that our bolshevik party, 
its Central Conmittee and Central 
Control Committee became thermid- 
orian." 


Trotsky in this case supplied 
Stalin with the sorely needed Bolshe- 
vik mask, facilitating matters for 
Stalinism in a tremendous degree and 
paving the way for the tragic end of 
all his followers. Refusing to halt 
in the process of concentrating power 
in his hands, the Usurper, sparing no 
invective, pushed his shabby "oppon- 
ents" out of the rooms on the top- 
floor of his apparatus, kicked them 
down-stairs, and made ready to fling 
them out into the gutter. 


Trotsky and his allies sensed 
that the denoument was close at hand. 
It was either Oriental submission to 
the powerful Usurper or an attempt to 
retain a snred of right of independ- 
ent thinking within the orbit of Sta- 
lin's discipline. They chose the 
latter course and Trotsky prepared 
the Opposition Platform, later pub- 
lished abroad under the title "The 
Real Situation in Russia." 


How Leninist was this platform? 
True, .2tecriticised..Stalin's line. 
But it never indicated that the cent- 
ral problem the proletariat was faced 
with was the elimination of the buro- 
cratic distortion of the workers! 
State and the organization of wide 
and decp workers! democracy. The very 
opposite. It declared that the Stal- 
inized "party" was the Leninist party 


woz 


and unity witnin it must be 
at all costsl 


preserved 


"The opposition wisest Or the 
unity of the Party. Stalin propag- 
ates ois own program = To*cut off! 

ke’ Oppositive =) under ‘the ’fuise 
flag of a pretense taat whe oppos— 
LtLOnA wante Ter create fae “Gucond! 
party. The Opposition enswers ii 
ites Slopes ne vate cror she honin is 
Russias. Commnist Party eae San 
COSTS? ..... our task is to preserve 
ths unity On) THON Der yy we sal 
COSTS. "(The Real Situation in Rus- 
da,"pr1e5"-. our émpaags is) 


Stalin, wio was far from taking 
&@ political nolicay, who never worricd 
avoutthordanszorvor split" rounded 
out nis machine by climinating the Op- 
position Bloc. 


THE LEFT GROUP 


As we nave shown, the Lefts 
witnin the Opposition, the Sapronov 
group put up a rosistunce to Stalin in 
Decemser 1923. After Lenin's death 
yoe prcuy Tolded ups at. tac ALID Congs— 
Tess aver ter, itvaccosted  Stulin's 
line. Luter it once again attonpted a 
struggle auguinst Stalin. hougn never 
Valse UD tie reali Gcmiaist. edurss, it 
criticises ‘suverelv tue’ shameful Line 


of tne Trotsky-Zinoviev-Kamenov Bloc. 


Tas Stalinist Yaroslavsky, in 
his attack upon thea Opposition, diffor- 
entilated between tne Trotsky-Z inoviev 
and the Sapronov currents: 


"One group, waich under. the 
guidance of Con. Sapronov was not 
in ep"eeucat ‘with’ the declaration 
Of tie Veta or Cctober ‘of the lead- 
SENG Ter Sa ee tho vgdmission of 
Cel takes, id wiothoreroup— 
LAA Gee so-callcc Bolshevik. 
bigek allen A Whieh agreed wita the 
tae or eer Tocders." (Pravda, 
July sen) eva) 


IThe ‘Lofts! ave pushing the 
Trctskyists to ‘ako more decisive 
steps, they demundedfrom them the 


rejection . of the declaration of 
October 16, 1926." (Ibid.) 


And Yaroslavsky quoted a docum-— 
ent of tne Sapronov group: 


“The strugzle cannot lim it 
UisSelT waa ture Pai v7 fireucots |) iO 
overcome ‘the Stalin group anc ine 
potty poureceoiste wiic.. sunporte: 4 
Win rosea oie On Limi event 
the oppesipilom Vill) assume: for 1. 
Solt taAerVaACta Ve SyrMpavoy One Sto 
port Of tule". worming “Clases os 
must Not bo ‘cloved te Aho airiin 
ultios Of the forvacomin, strugele, 
it rues bovelvarily wesny thet yeridec 
Poavvis possablo jiand bo prepared 
HOM ait par “Order Gon tT Crimea joe 
thoomuclol” which wil) tur thor Ge- 
fond tic ‘Cause of the vrelovarzon 
royolu.tiion. Tho Trotsky-7inovicv 
bloc docs not understand this. It 
ontengles the Opposition with 
hopes that Stalin will move to tne 
attr, and glosscs over the real 
proportion “of difforsnecs betwoon 
tho Opposavion,, and tie’. Party, 
(Stalinist upper crust), not wisk- 
ing to givs a clear political and 


tacticul line. This dcoconposes 
the opposition. Hxposing Staiin 
and his policy it is necessary 


also to exposo tho vacillation cf 
the Opposition leaders, only 
thon will we be able to hammer out 
strong cadr3as which will carry on 
to the ond." (Pravda, July 26,1927) 


However, undcr the brutal per- 
secution of Stalin and continuous at- 
tacks by Trotsky, Sapronov broke down 
and, with Trotsky, appealed to Stalin 
to be taken back into Stalin's party. 


TROTSKY ABROAD 


Exiled to Turkey, Trotsky ina 
few brief but vivid paragraphs g2ve 
ahighly revealing picture of his 
miscrablo policy during the advons of 
Stalin. 


"To the last poss ibility I 
avoided the struggle. This is not 
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the place.to.ditcuss the question (Leon Trotsky, Germany “hat Next, p. 
wheather it was correct at tue price 182.) "Within the party the dissat- 
of tho groutest personal corcessions isfactions of its morbers has asswa- 
to tend to preserve tue ground of ed such an extent and churscter “at 
collective work,or it was necessary the leadership is forced $9 anes -¢ 
for me to go over to an offensive less. radical turns sy. taenturs 25ers 


a@lon.. the entire line, despite the 
absence for this of political Dasese 
The fact is that I chos: the first 

patn, and despite evoryt%ing do not 
repent it. ‘There are victorics 
waiich lead into a blind alley, and 
there are defeats ieee open uv new 


Onitee -ordor..of  theldavieness ln ae 
already in process." (The Milit2” , 

May 26; 1932.) ."Fascdstgeezimeee ste 
control of police. Party mist «act 
now!"(The Militant, Feb. 17,1933.) 

The Trotsvites urged Stalin's vend 
of Judas to convoke the Congress of 
ways." (Leon Trotsky, "What Happen- the "Comintern" to save the Gernan 


ed and now," p. 34. Six foe masses (Tio Militant, Fob. 22, 1933). 


for tne courgeodis press. Our vmpa- 
asis.) And Trotsky added this utterly 


unrealistic explanation of the German 


It is fairly clear that with situation: 
such a "Marxist," who sought defeat bey 
open up new patus, as an "obstacle "There is no way of getting 


the Stalirist development was sord: 
structed. And if Trotsky had mention- 
ed a few more facts, the rouder could 
clearly see that Trotsky not only act- 
ively prevontod tne wnfolding of the 
struggle against the Stalinist monstro- 
sity but also attacked tne group to 
the Left of him, the Sapronovites, who 
made some sort of an attempt to stop 
Stalinism. 


around without the Nazis. Butost 
ig likowise impossible to give 
over to them the actual power." 
(Lean Protsky Analyses Tue German 
Situation, first article after Hit- 
ler's appointment as Chancellor, 
Tho Militant, Feb. 24, 1933.) 


Such lullabies played marvel 
ously into the hands of treache rous 
Stalin. 

Trotsky now introduced a policy 
of "correcting" Stalin, moanwaile as- 
suring the workers that Stalin's 
crimes against the proletariat were 
"mistakes." He and. his Cannons and 
Snachtmans screened Stalin's bestial 
work in Germany by sowing unspeakable 
confusion among the workers. They as- 
sured the German and other workers 
that the change of Stalin's policy to- 
ward a genuine Bolshevik position was 
inevitable, when in reality the betray- 
al, unless Stalin was completely exp- 
osed and tae workers freed from his 
clutckes, was inevitable. 


From the date of the Stalinist 
betrayal in Germany Trotsky has been 
pursuing a two-fold policy wit:. r:s- 
pect to Stalin's aims. One day ho 
lambasts Stalin as a betrayor of in3 
proletariat, only the noxt day to 
reintroduce the pernicious illusica 
that Stalin wants a revolution, as 
for instance: 


"Ho (Stalin) placed the 
techniques of Bolshevism at the 
sorvico of bourgeois property. Tn 
his wburocratic limitecness te im 
aginod that the 'commissac3: te 
AncHs eres could eeacan tee vic. 
tory." (Leon Trotsky, “Sho Lesso.a 
of a. Socialist Appeal, Jan- 
vary 15, 1938.) 


Tae Trotskyites raised the false 
and misleading slogan: "For a turn in 
tae policy of the C.P.G."(Tho Militant, 
May 7, 1932.) Taey lulled and blinded 
the masses With the following: "Lenin- 
ist turn imperative in Germany!" (The 
Militant, June 25, 1932.)"Tha  about- 
face of the Stalinists is inevitablo." 


To recapitulate: 


Many years back (1917.~1922) 
Trotsky played a genuine revolution- 


is = 


ary role and performed tromendous sorv- 
ice to tae prolotariat. But from 1922 
on Trotsky nas made substantial contri- 
butions to the.work of dostruction of 
Lenin's party. He activoly nursed 
Stulinisn. Negatively, ho assisted 
Stulin in dvetraying the Cainese, tie 
German and tne Spanish masses. Post— 
Leninist Trotskrism is a wlend of Leit- 
Mensnevisn and Bolshevism with an anti- 
Stalinist coloration. Its outstunding 
charucteristic is conciliution with op-~ 
portunism - 1922-1934 conciliation with 
Stalinism, since 1934 tull-onding Soc- 
ial Democracy and Stalinism (anti-J ap- 
anese boycott, material aid to the beur- 
geois states of China and Spain, ete.). 
"Trotskyism" is the traditional target 
of Stalinism. It has croated ideologi- 
cal havoc with respect to tue estinution 
of Stalinism and has becn from the 
atart Stalin's unwitting assistant. 


Ok OF 


The position of tho minority of 
the R. W. L. (Stamm-Basky) is basically 
no different from that of Ochler. They 
decpen the anti-Leninist approach by 
transforming Trotsky's "errors" into a 
tactical. "line," asserting that Trot- 
sky’s political jlinc was Marxist and 
discover a "contradiction between .the 
political and tactical lines." Lenin 
never scparated theory from practico; 


ana detested suca opportunist tricks 
of covering up opportunism. Even if 
one s political position is corroctly 


put down on paper, if this position is 
not transluted into action it is nes 
Marxisin tut a nypocritical maske Trot- 
sky's theoretical confusion was simply 
incorporated by him within his tactiae 
ai line. But Stamm and Basky, whils 
admitting "a serios of capitulatory 
concessions to Stalinism" made by 
Trutcky, declaro taat Trotsky contin- 
ued Sane strugele begun by Lenin! that 
Trotsky represented Marxism: 


"The Moscow Oppositior under 
Trotsky's leadership contimed the 
strusale which Lenin, with Trot- 


sicy'S holp, began in defense of tho 
enauests of tne October Revolu tion 
ageinst the opportunist policies 
Stalin and the growing burocracy in 


the C.P., Soviets and other institu- 
tions....It was a Marxis*; force rep- 
resenting the interesigs of whe prol- 


etariat. It analyzec correctly, dur 
ing the struggle, its ova rte and 
thay of the Stalinist “vendsrey >” and 


Vie batters Tales! Nitin eur th in 
ternational, Novoisber 1937,pp.9,10). 


Every statement quoted above is 
purest Trotskyist inventions comple te— 
ly belied by facts. Trotsky . never 
correctly analyzed his own role witn- 
in the post-Loninist Soviet Uniun. 
Trotsky with his current was but a 
particular feature of the degeneration 
of tho ontire loadorship of the revo- 
lution; it was the recrudescence of 
authentic Trotskyism (not to be con- 
fused with the invented Stalinist 
“Trotskyism") in the  post-Lenintst 
epoch. He was as much a "Leninist" 
from 1922 on as he had been w to 1917. 
Knowing how eagerly the Stalinists 
wore transforming Trotsky's most in- 
nocent remarks into a "vicious attack 
upon the Party," we can readily undor- 
stand his rolé, particularly during 
his political holiday, seeing that the 
Stalinists thomselvos stated that up 
to October,1926 he had been "a soldier 
of the Party ready to stand at atten- 
tion.” -» Trotsky's ‘gencral. rolo ° was 
that of a Stalinist. Trotsky's spoci- 
fic and fundamental role has been up 
to this very moment that of Stalin's 
chief scapegoat and target. As to the 
evaluation of Stalinism, ‘Trotsky g.ve 
the workers a substitute for sciontif- 
ice analysis which he named "burocrai:2 
contrism." The situation today dem- 
ands a merciless debunking of tho pos. 


Loninist history. But the Left Trot-. 
skyites (Ochler, Stamm, Basky) are 
doing the. very opposite. Trotsky's 


disloyalty to Lonin they evaluate as 
"Marxism." Thoy are ocithor honest but 
dead wrong out of ignorance, or they 
arco criminal opportunists, conscious 
concealing Trotsky's role within the 
proletariat from tho day Lenin left tre 
stecring whecol. In either case they 
are doing great harm to the work of ex- 
tricating the prolotariat out of  to- 
day's unspeakable morass of confusion 
and lios disseminatod by Stalinism. Soc- 
dal Democracy, Trotskyism, Lovestor- 


eee 


ism and all other opportunist groups and "In Lonin'g. timesthe Third Inter- 
grouplets, including the "surface-viarx- national, in spite of all the lying 
ists" who view tac process of retrog— assertions and furious opposition of 
ression of the Soviet Union towards the opportunists, led the whole pro] : 
capitalism as already completed and etariat and the oppressed peoples—itr 
disregarding the fact that the soconomic entire humanity——whether the backwars 
base is still socializod production de- masses lmew of the fact or not,whethe. 
clare tnat the Sovict Union is a bourg- or not tncy ever heard of Lenin ant 
eois Fascist State. the Comintern, forward toward tne abc. 
lition of capitalism, toward Conmunism. 
Boing in essence Trotskyitos, Owing to tho desperate resistance cf 
Oerler, Sturm-Basky are alse rondering roactionary forces and the inmaturity 
@ valuable service to Stalin, but in of the Corrunist Parties there were 
their own way. Asido from declaring setbacks and temporary dcfcats, bust 
taat Trotsky's falso explanation of the goneral direction was indubit abk. 
Stalinism and of his own role was cor- The burocratic distortion of the first 
rect. they donot question Trotskys workers State warpod and reversed the 
present nebulous evaluation of Stalin- Comintern und tho direction. Not mere-— 
ism wnics Trotsky traces over his form- ly one section of the international 
er confusion, and instead of illuminat— proletariat, tho Russian, is in the 
ing, furtser obscuros the minds of w- toils or the tyrannous Stalinist buro- 
informed workors. Tusy fail to point cracy; all sections are affected. The 
out that Trotsky in his "tacoretical" millions of workers in the Socialist 
analysis or Stalinism has never exp- Parties and trade unions, the vast 
lained tre meaning of the Stalinist mass of the unorganized,the peasantry, 
zigzags — the koy method of Stalin. the colonial slavos and oppressed 
Trotsky has never shown to tae workers nationalities, although they are not 
tuat Stalinism — BUROCRATIC CENTHKALIZ-— aware of it, and especially because 
ATION OF Tuk WORKERS STATE — in order the proletarian vanguard is not con- 
to exist must prevent revolution abroad scious of the fact, are draw by Stal- 
and must doit, wearing a Bolshevik inism into the abyss of reaction. 
mask, througn a zigzag policy either to Alongside of plannod burocratized ec- 
tre Right or to tae Left of Loninism. onomy and the systematic abolition of 
This zigzag line can be definitely Octobor within the Soviet Union, thore 
traced from tno moment Stalinism had a is planned and highly successful dis- 
hand in snaping the tactics of tne Com ruption of proletarian revolution with- 
intern. Tho destruction of revolution- out. Tho working class is helpless to 
ary situations prococded as follows: provont the Stalinist line from suc- 


eecding becauso Marxism is dispersed 
and silenced, and the opportunist cur- 


Ultra-Right —— Germany, 19 23 ronts cannot and will not halt Stalin- 
Ultra-Left —~ Esthonia,19 2 4 ism. During the "Third Period" it was 
Ultra-Right —— England, C aina tho Stalinist line of "social fascism" 

1925-1928 and “united front from below only" 
Ultra-Loft = —— eae that provailed within the internation- 


al proletariat; today it is the Stal- 
inist line of the permanent "Pcople's 
Front" that hand-cuffs tne world pro- 
letariat politically and organization— 
ally and robs it of independent think 
ing and action. Whoethsr one recogniz— 


Ultra-Right —— Spain, 1$ 3 4— 


The revolutionary Workors League's 
way of objectively assisting Stalin and 
conseyuently the international >bourg- as thoeneteor! nets” Me thecwororone 


S018 i), Cope Sees olen ete mas tombing labor within capitalism,of tak- 
ers' attention from Stulinism as tho ing precautions that the iron lid is 


Chiof enemy within the workers! camp. | fastoned and bolted securely, of bar- 


In STALIN, TROTSKY OR LENIN we 
stateds 
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ring Marxism from coming to the res- 
Stalin3 iv fae U 
cue, Stalinism gives tne load. 


MS? Re iW. Lin HOMbACMO Rue 1Ol? US 


influence has becloided “tas onicicier 
end hos! supped) “tao. gedmTa or 0 
proletarian vangautd  wivn Se eeL nO 
DVM She We ue “rae 
IME se oie: » s nests 
mongsvor wos moditag road surixe av 
tae  prolovarian vanguard Seen Make 
order torstecadise tic’ SCut@ools rosime, 
but, “the ewes loritesscsecnod Stal inign 
from tho aerkeors' view Ly polatiug ina 


qiitercat direction: Tho Sere yak OF 
tae Anarchists has | Her nze PeSG tne eS 
feawipa of tna bourcooisico.! (Gao Fourth 
Internabilonal, Jumury 1-957. Our 
emphasis. ) 


Utterly wrong in its appraisal of 
post-Leninist Trotsk:ism, the R.W.L. in 
ecoOnseuuence, since post-Leniniss Trot- 
skyisn. is un integral foauture of Stali- 
Kis tiaet olopiont, iadis: ~comslotely,.: inva 
wairl rogarcdizie Stalinisn. Tra oburot 
eratic cénvralizution ee ee 
Veally rising “wiv Stalin 1 tac pinnae 
acle, 1s nov obvious to the et eey 
ians" of the li.W.L. TACT Ma wars VOC kels 
blurred aus to tie reason for. tac Stal— 
inist(zieza, policy. During tuy wiltray 
Left zizfag, when tacy wers politically 
anc orgunizaticnally with Trotsky, *hoy 
acceprved ALS chavacterizats on ne tale 
inism as "burocratic contrisma." Wren 
the present ultra-hight sigzag hus deen 
eB etenod ral aae ee wevenv. Congress of 
the Cominvern," tae “dialecticians"™ of 
tne ReW.L., vege by the tronmendous 
sweon to Niget, decided titat Stalin- 
ism has ceased boing ocurocratie cont- 
rism and has become reformism. 


Uae 


movement in 
of the international pro- 


"Stalinism as a 
the: vranizs 


lotariat is a now historic form of 
reforrisme Its base is tno degonor- 
avion oi the first proletarian dict- 
atorshin. It is an open counter- 


revolutionary forco." (The 
International, Fobruary 1938.) 


Fourth 


the 
tna 


Except . for 
what coristitateos 


statement on 
base of Stalin- 


ism, the above has nothing to do with 


reality, In the first piace, Stalin- 
LS, 2S ota Onell. 
couter-revolusicaar 

dl ea she Ore Tein eeu ies 

fron fowl, Ana vy aricwing the pess-— 
LDLLity ofeome transforaavion of Com 
Gen ON Rogwemusrn as 7 Uheoret=. \ 
iciens" of the RaW LL. sioplement - the 
LeoviEiorien Of Lengye sr: Dy: omrotsky. 
Wao. rosvaluaninge social Lenocracy, 
allows, ‘tho pesss ality of the trans- 


formation of Contrism into Marxism. 

What will the "theoreticians" 
of the K-W.L. say when Stalin comp- 
letes his betrayal in Spain and per-— 
heme vat tore the betreyed iy. Frances abe 
andonse Shor uktva-Kieas .line, waich 
will become vnvenasie, aid will intro- 
sueo its altra-Loit, — ol) this alae 
no Loeninist Pocsy arises 70 2s Stal 
sualahetiie Otte Suc Gable orrecn cere 
evalaution made dusing toe wultra-Right 
VAN BUOY ene le wed fall back upen "duro- 
Clad Gece ene — if they persist 
la.their Torte + confusicne 

The statement of Stanm—Basky: 
Tho dentral axis of Stalinist revision- 
lcmuis tae iaternavional character of 
tne preletarzan revolution (national - 


ism)"(TRe Forrth International, Noven- 
par 1957), is incorract> cee nek ea 

ag porn and thrived for three yasacs 
wee Lae Lap rOduCu Lon On Lae weaoOny 


in one country, oe 
Trotsky occured 
was ever & ¢CiL- 


of Sectalism 
Stalinist attack on 
before this "theory" 


sideration. The pivot of Stalinism is 
not this "theory" as against "Lerin's 


position of world revolution.but d.r2 


cratic centralism as against Wetter rs 
Democracy. The "theory" of construct 

ing .a. full socialist society in.the 
isolated workers! State is bui.a 
screen behind which the burocraucy has 


organized its political power und eco- 
nomic well-being. The fake "theory" 
should be refuted. Trotsky has done 

this, but he has completely failed to 
show the substanco this "theory" is 
covering up. Trovsky's method of re- 
futation leaves the false impression 
that Stalin and his clique seriously 
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believe tnat it is possible to build 
Socialism in one country. 

Tne most ritting chaructcrization 
Of Stalimicn is BULOCKATI Cae rR e ron 


Ol Dis, PROLETAL TAN STATIN. 


havin, not a gruin of understand- 
ing of eclitacr Stulinism or post-Lenin- 
isy Urotshyisi, =the h. Wo Lb. naturally 
rejects tue fundumontul truta taat the 
source or present-day , unprecsndent— 
ed wave of reaction lies in the fact 
that trie reactionury leadership of the 
only existiny,, cCurocraticully distortod, 


c 
whe a 
baie 


workors' Stato, instead of promoting 
the world rvevolution, is pursuing a 
conscious Une dol pberate™ polacy, of 


transrorming evory revolutionary situ- 
ation into a countcr-revolutionary one 
and of destroying tne revoluvionary 
vanguard abroad and at nomo; that Stal- 
inism, by tac woignt of the magic pres- 
tice of being Inccontrol” of “Wie soviet 
Union and tne Comintern, is the most 
influential, tne deadliest onomy of the 
proletariat within tho toilors' cam. 
Stalicism stunds guard,rcady to deliver 


the Frenc: and otner workers to Fascism; 


preparing to sidstrac« the Geriiun prol- 
etarian revolution if it occurs during 
tao present ultru-hizhnt ziszag ”(Fore- 
shadowed in tae Stalinist uppeul for a 
"Gorman Pooole's front" during tho army 
crisis, Duily Worker, ¥obtruary 11,1938). 


It is no ‘accident that the KR. W.ihe 


diverts the attontion or tho workors 
from tne Stalinist scourge in Spain und 
elsewnre. urying tnoir heads deep 


into the sunds of illusions and dist- 
ortions, tno loaders of thse A.W.L. ima— 
gine tnmat Trotsky was done the best 
possidle joo or fighting Stalinism, and 
has failed. Frignitecned, tae leadors ‘of 
the R.W.L. turn their back upon Stulin- 
ism and "Sis:plity" the task by a diroct 
"anti-capitalist orlontation." Eut cap- 
italism does not operate wit. naked 
hands; it is bein; served and is prot- 
ectod by powerful agcncics. ‘the wide 
current of rebellion aguinst capitalism 
in its course tO the Left is trapned by 
Stalinism and is diverted ecitner to the 
Right or to the Left of the Marxist 


line. It is thus prevented from dash- 
ing against the bourgaoisie, who, in 
turn, loosen the blackost reaetion up- 
on tio toiling masses anc oppressed 
Natiors. Stalinism during acute cris- 


2s within canitalism undergoes a. hot— 


house expansion. 
mouse-trap with 
mornacsed 


In Spain from a mere 
900 mombors it mota 
into a gigantic stecl-trap 
holding in its jaws 340,000 workers, 
peasants, intellectuals and» liberal 
and petty-bourgeois elomonts—and dir- 
ecting the betrayal of the Spanish 


MASGOS In France from 35,C00 the 
trap now holds over 300,000. In Amer- 
ica the Stalizist machine within a 


poricd of half a yoar with romarkaole 
easc has ensnared over 20,000 new vic- 
tims, many of whom are prolotarians 
from mines and factcrios, and oppress— 
od Nogroos. What is the i«Wdhie's re- 
action to thess demonstrated facts? 
Dovs it take a covragsoys, réalistic 
view of tho situation? Does it real- 
ize that the Leftward-moving workers 
aro not frightcned, ratner attracted 
by the Red words, Communism, Bolshevik 
rovolution, Marx, Engels, Lonin; but 
are lod to believe by tho cunning Sta 
linist cheats that Bolshevism and 
Stulinism are one. Tho decper the 
crisis tho more apt aro tho burocratic 
impostors to spread tneir influence 
among tac Loftward-moving masses. The 
task of the revolutionists is to cut 
and deflect tno stream of workers away 
from the Stalinist sieves and turn it 
aginst tho bourgooisic. But tae 
leaders of tne R.VW.L. push their heads 
dospor into tne sands. 


Stalizism is in the ascendency 
because there is no Marxist party to 
countcr-act its deadly work. By sab-— 
Otaging tue strugglo against this new 
ly developed savior of capitalism, the 
R.W.L. objectivoly aids international 
reaction. 


Meejweadcrns of the R.W.L., attack 
tho Grotsk-itos' statemoant. that "Stal- 
inists have becn. tne chicf cnemiss of 
workers rovolutior." (Tho Fourth Int- 
crnational, Ddécemoer 193 7.) -Since 
Ochler-Stumi Basky declare that Stalin- 
ism and othcr agoncics of countor-revo- 
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lution can be defeated by an "“anti-Cup- 
itatiat oriontation," thoy do not vothsy 
to 6aro0sp tao uttcor aypocris:y of the 
Trotskyitus oy sncwing taat Trotsky and 
his hangors-on havo never fovgnt and 
never will figat Stalinisn, 
and is Cannons and Ssachtmans, diroctly 
or indirectly, cO1iscicusly or uncon. 
scicusly, iave been working for Stalin 
(Trotsky's entire linc, 1922-1938; Can- 
norn's eriminal saootage of tue Kirov 
situation, the Trotskyites' present pos- 
itdor. of pat tener Stalinism,Cannon's 
program of "trade-unionisin;" the Trot- 
skyite Party, waen tuo outstanding task 
today is to politicizo tao workors al- 
ong Marxist lines, to open thoir 
with respect to Stulinisa, Social Domoc- 
racy and otzer opportunist curronts). 


That Dac R. W. Le. is a Loft Trotsiyist 
group idcoloricully and spiritually at-~ 
tached to Trotsky, that its "rovolution- 
ary Marxist" leadors can conceive of 
Opportunism as being not anti-working- 
class, is obvious, if one noeds further 
proof, froa the followin= stutemont of 
tre R.W.L.: 


"True it is that Trotsky's pol- 
itical line is opportunist today. 
He advancos the slogan of the Fourtiz 
International and dissolves the 
groups 0 his followers into tho 
second International. Eis followers 
botruy Marxism, imako principled con- 
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By GEORGE MARLEN 

A LENINIST Exposure of Stalinism--————«- An Evaluation 


of TROTSKY'S errors andi illusions 


cossions to Stalinism and the Soc~ 
falists. But Trotsky’s léme is not 
anti-workin-class, not pro-capitul- 
ist." 

* * * 


Truties of erucial importance’ 
to the prolotariat. It is tno funda 
ontal cornorstone of a Bolshevik ors- 


anization. Deception and confusion 
wien coucned in Marxist phrases be- 


como@ monstrous charms in tho hands of 
opportunists who bomuilo tro toiling 
masses, suackle them ideologically,and 
dolivor them to the onemy, tho bourg- 
ooisic. 


For a ruthless eradication of all 
pornicious lies, all distortions and 
entrappine illusions spread > by - cons>- 
cious and unconscious Marxist opportun- 
istsl 

Rescue tire masses of France, the 
workers of all countrics from the 
deadly clutches of tho Stalinist mon- 
stor, its Socialist partners, and from 
all sorts of nseyco-Bolshevik confus— 
erst 


For a Leninist (not a Trotskyist 
or Left Trotskyist) Fourth Internation- 
all 


ney 


LENT 


| OR 


Box 67 Station D 
New York’ Ctiy 
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